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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. 

Claim 1 recites "...tighteners (18, 24) both for the assembly and blockage of the 
nozzle-holder ramps (15) with respect to said at least one collector (13), and also of the 
nozzles (14) to said nozzle-holder ramps (15)..." The disclosure does not appear to 
teach tighteners that perform both functions. It appears that there are thighteners (18) 
that assemble the nozzle-holder ramps to the collectors, and other tighteners that 
assemble the nozzles to the nozzle-holder ramps. In other words, a tightener performs 
either function but not both functions. 

Claims 1 recites "...both said blockages being effected with the interposition of 
washers (22, 27)." The specification does not appear to that the interposition of 
washers effects the blockages. Washers 22 is merely interposed between ramps 15, 
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collectors 13 and tighteners 18. Washers 27 are interposed between nozzles 14, ramps 
15 and thignteners 24. The washers 22, 27 do not appear to effect the blockages. 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1 -1 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

The claims are generally narrative and indefinite, failing to conform with current 
U.S. practice. They appear to be a literal translation into English from a foreign 
document and are replete with grammatical and idiomatic errors. 

Claim 2 recites the limitation "the operating conditions" in lines 3-4. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 3 recites "said at least one feeding collector (13) with said nozzle-holder 
ramps (1 5) comprises a series of side openings (23)." It is uncertain whether the 
feeding collector, nozzle-holder ramps or both require side openings. 

Claim 4 recites the limitation "the demands of the receiving plant complex" in 
lines 4-5. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 6 recites the limitation "the physico-chemical characteristics of the 
circulating water" in lines 4-6. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in 
the claim. 

Claim 1 1 recites the limitation "the at least one side feeding hold" in line 4. There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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A broad range or limitation together with a narrow range or limitation that falls 
within the broad range or limitation (in the same claim) is considered indefinite, since 
the resulting claim does not clearly set forth the metes and bounds of the patent 
protection desired. See MPEP § 2173.05(c). Note the explanation given by the Board 
of Patent Appeals and Interferences in Ex parte Wu, 10 USPQ2d 2031 , 2033 (Bd. Pat. 
App. & Inter. 1989), as to where broad language is followed by "such as" and then 
narrow language. The Board stated that this can render a claim indefinite by raising a 
question or doubt as to whether the feature introduced by such language is (a) merely 
exemplary of the remainder of the claim, and therefore not required, or (b) a required 
feature of the claims. Note also, for example, the decisions of Ex parte Steigewald, 1 31 
USPQ 74 (Bd. App. 1961); Ex parte Hall, 83 USPQ 38 (Bd. App. 1948); and Ex parte 
Hasche, 86 USPQ 481 (Bd. App. 1949). In the present instance, claim 12 recites the 
broad recitation "one end is destined for the use of blocking means," and the claim also 
recites "preferably with a hexagonal section" which is the narrower statement of the 
range/limitation. 

Claim 16 further limits the claimed invention to "a shaped blocking element" but 
its parent claim utilizes the transitional phrase "consisting of." 

Above is an exemplary listing. Applicant is required to review and amend the 
claims to ensure full compliance with 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
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5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

6. Claims 1 -5, 7-11 , 1 5, 1 6 (as best understood) are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Hayman, Jr. et al. (4,914,339). 

Hayman discloses a vaporization water distribution plant consisting: 
at least one feeding collector 45; 
nozzle-holder ramps 68, 70, 71 ; 
nozzles 74, 75; 
tighteners 65, 79; 
washers 66, 82. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Christopher S. Kim whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4905. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:30 AM - 5:00 
PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kevin Shaver can be reached on (571) 272-4720. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Christopher S. Kim/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3752 

CK 



